The PRESIDENT (Dr. F. LANGMEAD) said it was not his intention to review the whole subject under discussion, but he thought it had been of special value along certain lines. With regard to diagnosis, the subject, on its medical side, had been referred to chiefly in connexion with the Wassermann reaction. There seemed to have been a general consensus Qf opinion among the speakers that a positive Wassermann was good evidence in favour of syphilis after a short time fromn birth. Considerable difference of opinion had been expressed as to the value of a negative Wassermann finding, the balance of judgment seeming to be that a negative Wassermann did not constitute good evidence, though it had some value. An important point which was made by Mr. Addison was the great value of radiography in arriving at a diagnosis of congenital syphilis, especially that of a surgical kind. Mr. Addison emphasized the fact that in syphilitic epiphysitis there was present a widespread bone disease, a fact which that gentleman had amply demonstrated in his opening contribution, and which hitherto had not received its due recognition. He did not feel he was in a position to say very much about Sir Humphry Rolleston's opening address; both Sir Humphry and Dr. Morley Fletcher had made a series of important suggestions as to the way in which syphilis might produce disease unassociated with the Wassermann reaction, and they had both stimulated investigation along the lines of considering the relation of syphilis to infective disease, ductless gland disorders and diseases in other viscera. Such a stimulus was much wanted, but no doubt both would agree that some time must elapse before dogmatic assertions could be made on the points raised. Most important of all, perhaps, was the consensus of opinion which this debate had brought out as to the paramount importance of treating the syphilitic pregnant mother. If the discussion had done nothing more than emphasize this, it would have been amply justified. , Sir HUMPHRY ROLLESTON (in reply) said his first impression was the value of the debate, and particularly of the communications of Mr. Bishop Harman, Mr. Neame, and Mr. Pitts, dealing with their special subjects. The incidence of the disease had revealed a considerable difference of opinion. Dr. Findlay, speaking from his Glasgow experience, believed that congenital syphilis was becoming r4rer, and this view was supported by the observations which were made on the Wassermann reaction at the East End shortly before the war by Dr. Fildes at the London Hospital. Closely bound up -with this was the question of change of type, and here the Section had had the advantage of Dr. Morley Fletcher's
